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This bill is opposed by over 350
groups ranging from the Sierra Club
and the ACLU, to the Chamber, the
NFIB, and National Right to Life.

That is right, Democrats have done a
unique thing here: they have united
the left and the right in opposition to
the effort to take away political speech
from some and enhance it for others.
These organizations, standing on firm
first amendment principles, have been
vigorously opposing this effort to stifle
their speech.

And I stand with them in asking each
and every one of my colleagues to join
me in honoring the oath we took to
protect and uphold the Constitution of
the United States of America, and, in
particular, the first amendment to free
speech.

I yield the floor, and I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

——————

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the
leadership time is reserved.

——————

MORNING BUSINESS.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, there
will now be a period of morning busi-
ness for 1 hour, with Senators per-
mitted to speak therein for up to 10
minutes each, with the majority con-
trolling the first 30 minutes, and the
Republicans controlling the final 30
minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Michigan.

———

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

Ms. STABENOW. Madam President,
with all due respect to our Republican
leader, I have to express concern on a
couple of points. He was just talking
about court decisions, a court decision
that said BP is a person; that said all
big corporations have the same rights
as individuals. What we are trying to
do, both in the House and the Senate,
is to make sure that, in fact, the demo-
cratic process can work and that huge
corporate interests that have con-
trolled too much of this country are
not allowed to do even more in terms
of overriding elections and putting
money into elections.

I also have to disagree with our dis-
tinguished Republican colleague when
he says this is all about the deficit. As
we would say in Michigan, that is a
bunch of bunk. This is about who we
care about and how we think we should
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move forward as a country in terms of
what is best for the majority of the
American people. Very different views.
Very different beliefs.

Our Republican colleagues have be-
lieved if we give tax breaks to the
wealthiest Americans and wait for it to
trickle down, things will get better. If
we back up and let corporations police
themselves, everything will be OK.

Well, we saw that for 8 years, 6 years
of which they had control of the whole
system. I tell you what, it did not
trickle down to the people in Michigan.
After the Wall Street collapse and
what we saw with BP in the gulf and
what we have seen with miners’ loss of
life, I would suggest that view, that be-
lief, has not worked for the majority of
people.

So we have a different view. We have
a different view. It is one that actually
worked in the 1990s under President
Clinton when 22 million jobs were cre-
ated. Yes, we believe this is about jobs.
This is about how we get out of deficit.

I also find it amazing that the people
who dug the hole, the deepest hole we
have ever had in the history of the
country, when they were handed a sur-
plus—they dug the hole—mow want us
to give the shovels back. They want
more shovels to dig even deeper.

So this is a difference of opinion on
how we believe we should move the
country forward and who we are trying
to move it for—not the large corporate
interests that the Republican leader
just talked about who want to be able
to give millions of dollars for elections
and have no rules and regulations and
be able to control the democratic proc-
ess of elections in this country.

It is not about the folks who are con-
cerned about paying their fair share in
this jobs bill, with the tax loopholes we
want to close so they cannot take jobs
overseas and requiring people to pay
their fair share. That is not what we
are about. What we are about is cre-
ating jobs for the American people. The
bill in front of us, the bill we are going
to have a chance to vote on one more
time, is all about jobs and who we are
fighting for. That is what it is about. It
is about whether we believe we should
only invest in what the wealthy and
powerful of this country care about or
should we invest in the majority of
Americans and create good-paying,
middle-class jobs.

It really is a philosophy right now
about how we get out of debt. They say
more tax cuts to the wealthiest Ameri-
cans. We will have an estate tax fight
where they say: Oh, we ought to be
more and more for the top few hundred
families, billionaires in the country.
Give them more tax relief.

We say, in this bill, what we ought to
be doing is focusing on creating jobs to
grow out of debt. We are all opposed to
debt. I was opposed to the debt when I
voted to balance the budget. I was op-
posed to debt when they got us into
debt in the last 8 years, 10 years, when
they were focusing on racking up debt.
I was opposed then.
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Now the question is, How do we get
out of debt? We say we have to create
jobs, and we have to help the people
who are out of work be able to get
some help to be able to get some train-
ing to be able to keep a roof over their
heads and food on their tables while
they look for a job.

That is what we believe. That is what
this is about. We believe we will never
get out of deficit with over 15 million
out of work, having to ask for tem-
porary assistance. We will never get
out of debt unless we are creating jobs.
We have begun to do that. Our col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle
say: We want to stop that.

Let’s look at what happened. I talk
about the previous administration not
only to focus on the past, but these are
the same ideas that are on the floor
today. They are promoting the ideas
that got us into these job losses. When
President Obama came into office, we
were losing about 750,000 jobs a month.
That is what he inherited. We said:
This hasn’t been working for the ma-
jority of people. It didn’t work for the
majority of people in Michigan. We
want to go back to investing in people
and communities, helping businesses
get the capital to grow, supporting
small businesses, focusing on manufac-
turing, making things in this country.
Let’s take away the incentives to take
jobs overseas. We are in a global econ-
omy, but we want to export our prod-
ucts, not our jobs.

This bill takes away incentives to go
offshore, overseas, keeps the jobs here.
It creates more capital for manufactur-
ers. I was pleased to craft a provision
that will create the ability to buy more
equipment and facilities to create jobs.
It helps small businesses keep jobs.
That is what we believe. We have put
in place the Recovery Act. We have
begun to climb out. We are not out.
But these guys are going: Stop. Oh, my
gosh, it is beginning to work. This may
affect the elections. Let’s do every-
thing we can to stop the recovery.
Let’s take the resources that have been
used to invest in a battery manufac-
turing plant, private sector, in Mid-
land, MI, where 1 attended a
groundbreaking on Monday, Dow
Kokam. Let’s take that money away
now. We will say: We have too big defi-
cits. We can’t invest in jobs. We can’t
invest in jobs.

They want to take that away and
come over and say: We will take the
money that is creating jobs and we will
give it to people who don’t have a job.

Wait a minute. So you want to use
the Recovery Act money that is begin-
ning to create jobs and put it over here
to help people who don’t have a job,
and then we will create more people
who don’t have jobs?

We say that is a bunch of hooey, that
is a bunch of bunk. In Michigan, we
have stronger words for that, but I
won’t say them on the Senate floor. My
people in Michigan are sick and tired
of this.

It is pretty bad when we have one
side in this Chamber rooting for failure
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